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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 1/05/07 
has been entered. 

Notice to Applicant 

2. This communication is in response to the RCE filed on 1/05/07. Claims 2, 27, 36, 
38-40 have been amended. Claims 1 and 26 have been canceled. Claims 2-25 and 27- 
40 are pending. 

3. The Affidavit of Rule 1 .131 Declaration has been persuasive, and therefore the 
Lang's reference is hereby withdrawn due to Applicant's argument. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 2-25 and 27-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brown (6,168,563) in view of Campbell et al (6,047,259) and further 
in view of Ballantyne et al (5,867,821 ). 

(A) As per claim 2, Brown discloses a system for gathering and managing patient 
medical data, comprising: a handheld computing device (See Brown, Fig.1, Col. 17, 
linens 3-42), said handheld computing device having loaded in memory a first computer 
module for gathering patient medical information, wherein said first computer module 
has a plurality of data entry screens (See Brown, Fig. 16, Col.28, lines 39-67); a 
microprocessor, said microprocessor having loaded in memory a second computer 
module, said second computer module having means for creating customized data 
entry screens for use by said first module (See Campbell, Col.4, lines 19-67). 

Brown and Campbell do not explicitly disclose that the system having a means 
for creating a natural language report and a searchable database from said medical 
information and a searchable database from said medical information. 

However, these features are known in the art, as evidenced by Ballantyne. In 
particular, Ballantyne suggested that the system having a means for creating a natural 
language report and a searchable database from said medical information and a 
searchable database from said medical information (See Ballantyne, Col. 7, lines 7-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Ballantyne within the collective teachings of 
Brown and Campbell with the motivation of enhancing healthcare quality (See 
Ballantyne, Col.2, lines 60-63). 
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(B) As per claim 3, Campbell discloses the system wherein at least one of said data 
entry screens has a matrix, wherein, said matrix allows a user to correlate a body part 
with a set of modifiers (See Campbell, Figs.6-7; Col. 12, lines 14-67). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Brown, Campbell and 
Ballantyne are as discussed above in the rejection of claim 2, and incorporated herein. 

(C) As per claim 4, Brown discloses the system wherein said second module 
additionally comprises a plurality of templates for creating said customized medical data 
entry screens (See Brown, Col.34, lines 20-64). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Brown, Campbell and 
Ballantyne are as discussed above in the rejection of claim 2, and incorporated herein. 

(D) As per claim 5, Campbell discloses the system wherein said second module 
additionally comprises means for editing all aspects of said data entry screens (See 
Campbell, Col.16, lines 22-30). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Brown, Campbell and 
Ballantyne are as discussed above in the rejection of claim 2, and incorporated herein. 

(E) As per claim 6, Campbell discloses the system wherein said first module 
additionally comprises means to delete at least one of said data entry screens (See 
Campbell, Col.1 5, lines 55-67). 
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The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Brown, Campbell and 
Ballantyne are as discussed above in the rejection of claim 2, and incorporated herein. 

(F) As per claim 7, Campbell discloses the system wherein at least of one said data 
entry screens has a list box, and wherein said second module has means for adding, 
deleting, and reordering items in said list box (See Campbell, Col. 16, lines 23-30). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Brown, Campbell and 
Ballantyne are as discussed above in the rejection of claim 2, and incorporated herein. 

(G) As per claim 8, Campbell discloses the system wherein said second module has 
means for controlling navigation between said data entry screens (See Campbell, 
Col.1 5, lines 6-64). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Brown, Campbell and 
Ballantyne are as discussed above in the rejection of claim 2, and incorporated herein. 

(H) As per claim 10, Brown discloses the system wherein said second module has 
means for creating a customized medical data entry screen with the ability to gather 
specified regulatory data (See Brown, Col. 16, lines 32-54). 

(I) As per claim 1 1 , Ballantyne discloses the system wherein said system is used for 
emergency medical services (See Ballantyne, Col. 12, lines 10-47). 
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The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Brown, Campbell and 
Ballantyne are as discussed above in the rejection of claim 2, and incorporated herein. 

(J) As per claim 12, Brown discloses the system wherein said system additionally 
comprises a conduit for remote transmission of data (See Ballantyne, Col. 12, lines 10- 
47). 

(K) As per claim 13, Ballantyne discloses the system additionally comprising a 
portable printer for printing out said natural language report (See Ballantyne, Fig. 3, 
Col.7, 17-67). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Brown, Campbell and 
Ballantyne are as discussed above in the rejection of claim 2, and incorporated herein. 

(L) As per claim 14, Brown discloses the system wherein said second module has 
means for flagging certain data items as relevant for specific purposes (See Brown, 
Col. 12, lines 4-49). 

(M) As per claim 15, Campbell discloses the system wherein said searchable 
database has a plurality of items, and wherein each such item has a unique identifier 
(See Campbell, Col.8, lines 44-55). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Brown, Campbell and 
Ballantyne are as discussed above in the rejection of claim 2, and incorporated herein. 
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(N) As per claim 16, Brown discloses a software application for gathering and 
managing patient medical data, comprising: 

a first computer module for gathering patient medical information on 
a handheld computing device (See Brown, Fig.1, Col. 17, lines 3-42), said first computer 
module having a plurality of data entry screens (See Brown, Fig. 16; Col.28, lines 39- 
67). 

Brown does not explicitly disclose a second computer module for creating 
customized medical data entry screens for use by said first module. 

However, this feature is known in the art, as evidenced by Campbell. In 
particular, Campbell suggests that a second computer module for creating customized 
medical data entry screens for use by said first module (See Campbell, Col.4, lines 19- 
67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Campbell within the system of Brown with the 
motivation of providing an interactive medical exam component of the system displays 
physical exam screens that guide the user through a complete medical exam (See 
Campbell, CoL2, lines 14-21). 

(O) As per claim 31 , Campbell discloses the method additionally comprising the step 
of deleting one of said data entry screens using said second module (See Campbell, 
Col.4, lines 19-67). 
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(P) As per claim 36, Brown discloses a system for gathering and managing patient 
medical data, comprising: 

a handheld computing device, said handheld computing device having a means 
of gathering specified regulatory data and having loaded in memory a computer module 
forgathering patient medical information, said module having a medical data entry 
screen, said screen allowing a user to input patient medical information (See Brown, 
Fig.16; Col.28, lines 39-67). 

Brown does not explicitly disclose a matrix within said data entry screen, said 
matrix allowing a user to correlate a body part with a set of modifiers. 

However, this feature is known in the art, as evidenced by Campbell. In 
particular, Campbell suggests a matrix within said data entry screen, said matrix 
allowing a user to correlate a body part with a set of modifiers (See Campbell, Figs. 6-7; 
Col.12, lines 14-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Campbell within the system of Brown with the 
motivation of providing an interactive medical exam component of the system displays 
physical exam screens that guide the user through a complete medical exam (See 
Campbell, Col.2, lines 14-21). 

(Q) Claims 38 and 40 recite the same limitations as claim 36 above are therefore 
rejected for the same reasons given in claim 36, and incorporated herein. 
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(R) As per claim 35, Brown discloses a system for gathering and managing patient 
medical data, comprising: 

a handheld computing device, said handheld computing device (See Brown, 
Fig. 16; Col. 28, lines 39-67) having loaded in memory a computer module for gathering 
patient medical information, said module having a medical data entry screen, said 
screen allowing a user to input patient medical information (See Campbell, Col.4, lines 
19-67). 

Brown and Campbell do not explicitly disclose means for creating a natural 
language report and a searchable database from said medical information. 

However, these features are known in the art, as evidenced by Ballantyne. In 
particular, Ballantyne suggested that the system having a means for creating a natural 
language report and a searchable database from said medical information and a 
searchable database from said medical information (See Ballantyne, Col. 7, lines 7-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have included the feature of Ballantyne within the collective teachings of 
Brown and Campbell with the motivation of enhancing healthcare quality (See 
Ballantyne, Col.2, lines 60-63). 

(S) Claims 37 and 39 recite the same limitations as claim 35 above are therefore 
rejected for the same reasons given in claim 35, and incorporated herein. 
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(T) As per claim 17, Ballantyne discloses the system wherein said first computer 
module has means for creating a natural language report and a searchable database 
from said medical information (See Ballantyne, Col.7, lines 17-67). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Brown, Campbell and 
Ballantyne are as discussed above in the rejection of claim 35, and incorporated herein. 

(U) As per claims 9, 24 and 34, Ballantyne discloses the system wherein said second 
module has means for controlling the syntax and structure of said natural language 
report (See Ballantyne, Col.7, lines 17-67). 

The motivation for combining the respective teachings of Brown, Campbell and 
Balantyne are as discussed above in the rejection of claim 35, and incorporated herein. 

(V) Claims 18-23, 25 and 28-33 recite the underlying process of the elements of 
claims 3-8 and 15, and respectively. As the various elements of claims 3-8 and 15 have 
been shown to be either disclosed by or obvious in view of the collective teachings of 
Brown, Campbell and Ballantyne, it is readily apparent that the apparatus disclosed by 
the applied prior art performs the recited underlying functions. As such, the limitations 
recited in claims 18-23, 25 and 28-33 are rejected for the same reasons given above for 
system claims 3-8 and 15, and incorporated herein. 
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Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The cited but not the applied art teaches portable patient monitor 
reconfiguration system (5,640,953), automatic external defibrillator first responder and 
clinical data outcome management system (6,321 ,1 13 and user interface for handheld 
imaging devices (2003/001 3959). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vanel Frenel whose telephone number is 571-272-6769. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zeender Ryan Florian can be reached on 571-272-6790. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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